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SECTION V11 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Backgr ound
nme o roponent: State Water Resources Control

Boar d

Address and Phone Nunber of Proponent: Division of Water Quality

P. O Box 944213, Sacranento, CA 94244-21

Date Checklist Submtted: Septenber 12, 1997

Agency Requiring Checklist:  Resources Agency

Name of Proposal, if Applicable: Policy for Tnplenentation of Toxics Standards

for Inland Surface Waters, Encl osed Bays, and Estuaries of California

Environnental T npacts

(Explanations are 1 ncluded on attached sheets).

Potentially
Si gni fi cant
I mpact
LAND USE AND PLANN NG

Woul d the proposal

a. Conflict with general plan designation []
or zoni ng?

b. Conflict with applicable environnental []
pl ans or policies adopted by agencies
with jurisdiction over the project?

c. Be inconpatible with existing | and use []
inthe vicinity?

d. Affect agriculture resources or []
operations (e.g., inpacts to soils or
farm ands, or Inpacts frominconpatible
| and uses)?

e. Disrupt or divide the Bhysical []
arrangenent of an established comunity

(including a |l owincome or mnority
community)?

POPULATI ON AND HOUSI NG

Woul d the proposal

a. CQumul atively exceed official regional []
or |l ocal population projections?

b. Induce substantial growh in an area []
either directly or indirectly
(e.g., through projects in an
undevel oped area or extension
of major infrastructure)?

c. Displace existing housing, especially []
af f or dabl e housi ng?

GEOLOG C PROBLENS

Woul d the proposal result
in or expose people to potentia
i mpacts I nvol ving:
a. Fault rupture? []
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I ncor por at ed

Less Than
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a.

Potential |y
Si gni fi cant
. . . I mpact
Sei smi ¢ ground shaki ng? []
Seismic ground failure, including []
l'i quefaction?
Sei che, tsunam, or volcanic []
hazard?
Landsl i des or nudfl ows? []
Erosi on, changes in topography or [
unstabl e soil conditions from
excavation, grading or fill?
Subsi dence of the |and? [
Expansi ve soil s? []
Uni que geol ogi ¢ or physi cal [
features?
WATER.
Wul d t he proposal result in:
Changes 1 n absorption rates, []
drai nage patterns, or the rate
and amount of surface runoff?
Exposure of people or property to []
wat er rel ated hazards such as
f1 oodi ng?
Di scharge into surface water or [ X]
other alteration of surface water
quality (e.g. tenperature,
di ssol ved oxygen or turbidity)?
Changes in the amount of surface []
water in any water body?
Changes in currents or the course [
or direction of surface water
novenent s?
Change in the quantity of ground [
wat ers, either through direct
additions or withdrawal s, or through
interception of an aquifer by cuts
or excavations or through substanti al
| oss of ground water recharge capability?
Altered direction or rate of flow [
of ground water?
| npacts to ground water quality? [ X]
Substantial reduction in the anount [

of ground water otherw se avail able
for public water supplies?
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V.

Vi,

Potentially

Si gni fi cant
Potential |y Unl ess
Si gni fi cant Mtigation
I npact | ncor por at ed
AR QUALITY.
Woul d the proposal
a. Violate any air quality standard or [] []
contribute to an existing or projected
air quality violation?
b. ExPose sensitive receptors to [] []
pol | utant s?
C. Alter air novenent, noisture, or [] []
tenmperature, or cause any change
in clinmate?
d. Create objectionable odors? [] []

TRANSPORTATI OV Cl RCULATI ON.

Woul d the proposal result in:

a.

Woul d the proposa

a.

I ncreased vehicle trips or
traffic congestion?

Hazards to safety from design
features (e.g., sharp curves
or dangerous intersections)
or inconpatible uses

(e.g., farm equipnent)?

| nadequat e energency access or
access to nearby uses?

I nsufficient parking capacity
on-site or off-site?

Hazards or barriers for
pedestrians or bicyclists?

Rail, waterborne or air
traffic inpacts?
Conflicts with adopted policie
supporting transportation (e.g.
turnouts, bicyclists racks)?

Bl OLOG CAL RESOURCES.

Endangered, threatened or rare

S

bus

result in inpacts to:

[x] []

species or their habitats (including

but not limted to plants, fish,

i nsects, aninmals, and birds)?

Local | y desi gnated speci es?
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VI,

I X

X.

Potentially
Si gni fi cant

I mpact

Local | y designated natura
communities (e.g. oak forest,
coastal habitat, etc.)?

Wet | and habitat (e.g. marsh, riparian

and vernal pool)?

Wldlife dispersal or migration
corridors?

ENERGY AND M NERAL RESOURCES.

Woul d the proposal

a.

a.

a.

b

Conflict with adopted energy
conservation plans?

Use non-renewabl e resources

in a wasteful and inefficient manner?

Result in the |oss of availability of
a known m neral resource that
woul d be of future value to the

region and the residents of the State?
HAZARDS

Woul d the proposal involve:

A risk of accidental explosion
or release of hazardous

subst ances (including, but not limted

to: oil, pesticides, chemcals
or radiation)?

Possible interference with an
energency response plan or
ener gency evacuation pl an?

The creation of any health hazard
or potential health hazard?

Exposure of people to existing
sources of potential health hazards?

Increased fire hazard in areas with
fl ammabl e brush, grass, or trees?

NO SE

Woul d the proposal result in:

I ncreases in existing noise |evel s?

Exposure of people to severe
noi se | evel s?
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Xl.

S

(o]

XTI,

a.

b

Xor.

a.

C.

XI'V.

a.

PUBLI C SERVI CES.

Woul d the proposal have an effect
upon or result in a need for new
or altered governnent services in
any of the follow ng areas:

Fire protection?

Pol i ce protection?

School s?

Mai nt enance of public facilities,
i ncl udi ng roads?

Q her governmental services?

UTI LI TI ES AND SERVI CE SYSTEMS

Woul d the proposal result in a
need for new systems or supplies
or substantial alterations to the
following utilities:

Power or natural gas?

Communi cati ons systens?

or distribution facilities?
Sewer or septic tanks?
St orm wat er drai nage?

Sol i d waste disposal ?

AESTHETI CS
Woul d the proposal

Affect a scenic vista or scenic
hi ghway?

Have a denonstrabl e negative
aesthetic effect?

Create light or glare?

CULTURAL RESOURCES.

Woul d the proposal

Potentially
Si gni fi cant

I mpact

Local or regional water treatnent

Local or regional water supplies?

Di sturb pal eontol ogi cal resources?
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XV.

XVI.

Potential |y
Si gni fi cant
. . I mpact
b. Di sturb archaeol ogi cal resources? [
C. Af fect historical resources? [
d. Have the potential to cause a [
physi cal change whi ch woul d
affect unique ethnic cultura
val ues?
e. Restrict existing religious or [
sacred uses within the potentia
i npact area?
RECREATI ON
Woul' d the proposal
a. I ncrease the demand for neighborhood []

or regional parks or other
recreational facilities?

b. Affect existing recreationa
opportunities?

MANDATORY FI NDI NGS OF SI GNI FI CANCE.
a. Does the project have the potential
to degrade the quality of the
envi ronnent, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife

popul ation to drop bel ow sel f-sustaining
levels, threaten to elinmnate a plant or

ani mal conmmunity. Reduce the nunber
restrict the range of a rare or

or

endangered plant or animal or elimnate
i nportant exanpl es of the major periods

of California history or prehistory?

b. Does the project have the potential
to achi eve short-term to the

[]

di sadvantage or |long-term environnenta

goal s?

C. Does the project have inpacts that
are individually limted, but
currul ati vely consi derabl e?

[]

("Curul ati vely consi derabl e" means that

the incremental effects of a project
are consi derabl e when viewed In
connection with the effects of past

projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable

future projects.)

d. Does the project have environnental
effects which will cause substantia
adverse effects on human bei ngs,
either directly or indirectly?

[x]
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C DETERM NATI ON

Based on the analysis in FED Section VI, | find that only one of the proposed Policy

i ssues could have a significant adverse effect on the environment: conpliance schedul es.
Due to tinme constraints, the evaluation of potential environmental effects of two Policy

i ssues has not been conpleted. Those issues are (1) nmeans of conpliance with the proposed
chronic toxicity requirements and (2) reporting levels. These issues will be addressed in
the_Cbgober 1997 Supplenment to the FED and, if appropriate, this checklist will be

revi sed.

Dat e Jesse M Diaz, Chief
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
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ENVI RONMENTAL CHECKLI ST

l.a.,b.,c.,e. Land use and plannin% (e.g., general plans and zoning) delineate those
areas that will be devel oped, and the type and density of devel opment to be all owed.
There is nothing in the proposed Policy that requires property to be used in any way or
prohi bits property uses.

I.d. The regul ation of nonpoint source toxic substances such as pesticides could inpact
farm ng operations. However, the SWRCB is not changing its approach to nonpoint source
regul ation, outlined in its Nonpoint Source Managenent Plan (NPS Plan). The SWRCB and

will continue to work with nonpoint source dischargers under the existing NPS Pl an.
See Section VI, Chapter 5.2, Nonpoint Source D scharges.

Il.a.,b.,c.;XV.a. See FED Section VI, Chapter 3, G ow h-Inducing |Inpacts.

Ill.a.,b.,d. These geologic actions are caused by plate tectonics, not by water

pol lution. However, people could potentially be exposed to such inpacts during the
construction or operation of new facilities to treat water pollution. 1f the proposed
Pol i cy caused dischargers to build and operate new facilities or substantially alter
existing facilities, these potential inpacts would be considered for the proposed action
However, the Policy is not expected to require dischargers to take such conpliance
actions. See FED Section VI, Chapter 2, Reasonabl e Means of Conpliance.

IIl.c. Liquefaction occurs in the subsurface when the nechani cal behavi or of a granul ar
material is transformed froma solid state to a liquid state due to | oss of grain-to-grain
contact during earthquake shaking. It occurs nost often in areas underlain by saturated,
unF?nspIidated sedinments. Seismc ground failure is not caused or affected by water

pol | uti on.

Ii1l.e.,f.,g.,i.;V.a.,b.,.d.;M.a.,b.,c.,d.,e.,f.,g.;VlIll.a. ,b.,IXa., 6 b ,e;Xa,hb.;X.a.
b.,c.,d.,e.;XlIl.a.,b.,f.;XllIl.a.,b.,c.;XIV.a.,b.,c.,d.,e. Landslides, erosion, inpacts to
transportation systens, energy inpacts, odors, inpacts to public services and utilities,
inmpacts to wildlife areas, and inpacts to aesthetics or cultural resources could occur
during the construction or operation of new facilities to treat water pollution. |f the
proposed Policy caused dischargers to build and operate new facilities or substantially
alter existing facilities, these potential inmpacts would be considered for the proposed
action. However, the proposed Policy is not expected to require dischargers to take such
conpl i ance actions. See FED Section VI, Chapter 2, Reasonable Means of Conpliance.

I11.h. Expansion of soils is influenced by amount of noisture change and the type of soi
(the anmount of clay in the soil, and the type of minerals in the clay). Shrink-swell is
neasured by the vol une change in the soil. The proposed Policy will not significantly
affect the shrink-swell capacity of soils.

IV.a.,b.,d.,e.,f.,g.,i. Levels of toxic substances do not affect absorption rates,

drai nage patterns, surface runoff, flooding, quantity of surface or ground water, surface
wat er currents, or ground water flow or supply. These inpacts could occur if the Proposed
Pol i cy woul d cause dischargers to take actions to nmodify their operations for conpliance
pur poses. However, the proposed Policy is not expected to require dischargers to take
such conpliance actions. See FED Section VI, Chapter 2, Reasonable Means of Conpliance.

IV.c;MIl.a.,b.,c.,d.,e.;IXd ;XV.b;XVI.a.,d. Only one issue (conpliance schedules) in the
proposed Policy has the potential to cause significant adverse effects to water quality;

bi ol ogi cal resources, including plants and aninals and threatened or endangered speci es;
and human health. See FED Section VI, Potentially Significant Effects, for an analysis of
effects of each of the proposed Policy issues on surface water quality and the achi evenent
of human health and aquatic life criterial/objectives. The issue of conpliance schedul es
is discussed in Chapter 1, Issue 2.1, Section VI of the FED.

IV.h. As stated above, only one issue (conpliance schedul es) has the potential to cause
significant adverse effects to surface water quality. This could result in sonme effects
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to ground water quality in "losing streans" where surface water percolates to ground
wat er .

V.c. The proposed Policy will not affect tenperature, humidity, precipitation, w nds,
cl oudi ness, or other atnospheric conditions.

VI1l.c. The proposed Policy does not involve or affect the mning of mneral resources.

Xll.c.,d.,e.,g. Effects on water utility and service systens could potentially occur if
t he proposed Policy woul d cause dischargers to have to take conpliance actions that

i nvol ved construction or substantial alterations to treatnent facilities. However, the
Policy is not expected to require dischar?ers to take such conpliance actions. See FED
Section VI, Chapter 2, Reasonable Means of Conpliance. Also see Section VI analysis
regardi ng storm water.

XVI.b.,c. See FED Section VI, Chapter 4, regarding cunulative and | ong-term i npacts.
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